
Before the 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Washington, DC 20554 
 
In the Matter of           ) 

) 
Annual Assessment of the Status of Competition   )     MB Docket No. 07‐269 
in the Market for the Delivery of Video       ) 
Programming             ) 
 

COMMENTS OF THE ALLIANCE FOR COMMUNITY MEDIA 

These Comments are filed by the Alliance for Community Media1 in response to the Further Notice of 
Inquiry (“Further Notice”) released April 21, 2011 in the above‐entitled proceeding. The Alliance for 
Community Media files these comments in support of its members, the non‐commercial cable channels 
– community media centers ‐‐ located throughout the United States.  The Alliance for Community Media 
also wishes to thank the Federal Communications Commission (“Commission”) for recognizing that 
Public, Educational and Governmental (“PEG”) access channels constitute "public interest 
programming." (Further Notice at ¶ 21 n. 63) 

PEG Programming in the United States 

There are several thousand PEG channels in the United States.  In a day of media consolidation, these 
local, non‐commercial community media centers bring unique voices, perspectives and programming to 
communities.  Local school districts operate educational channels (the “E” in PEG) to feature school 
board meetings and forums, homework helpers, interviews, lectures and sporting events not otherwise 
available by television broadcast.  Local governments (the “G” in PEG) connect residents to city council 
meetings and provide informative, civic information in much the same way that C‐SPAN covers 
Washington DC.  The public (“P” in PEG) provides the public with access to community content and 
trains producers to create news, information, documentaries and educational programming for and 
about the local community to meet local needs.   In a recent programming survey completed by the 
Alliance for Community Media, PEG channels produce and distribute on average more than 1,100 hours 
of local programming every year, with some channels distributing as much as 15,000 hours of original 
programming each year. 

                                                            
1 The Alliance for Community Media provides critical support services for community media centers and for the 
primarily volunteer staff that keep these electronic outposts of democracy in operation. The Alliance’s activities in 
providing technical assistance, grassroots organizing and opportunities to share experience promote the broader 
goals of supporting our nation’s communities and families and promoting effective communication through 
community use of media. ACM’s 2010 Annual Report is available on line. 



By way of example: 

• Boston Neighborhood Network, operates Boston's two public access cable television channels 
including a nightly Neighborhood Network News program staffed with assistance from Boston 
University students. BNN recently opened the Beard Media Center, an LEED Silver certified 
facility providing state‐of‐the‐art connectivity and interactivity with cable systems, satellite, 
web, and emerging platforms. Members have access to two television studios, digital field 
production and editing equipment, a multimedia lab, and a mobile production truck, as well as 
hands‐on media training classes. Among the thousands of residents participating at BNN in 2009 
were more than 900 young people who gained hands‐on media experience. 

• Quote…Unquote, is Albuquerque's Community Media Center and non‐profit operator of two TV 
channels: Encantada TV Channel 26 (Arts, Events, Education) and Public Access TV Channel 27 (a 
Free Speech outlet). QUQ staff are also founders of the Media Arts Collaborative Charter School 
(MACCS), New Mexico's very first state authorized charter school. 

• The St. Paul Neighborhood Network (SPNN) has teamed with the Minnesota Department of 
Human Rights for the last three years for an on‐going series, "Your Rights to Know," a show that 
explains your legal rights as a citizen of Minnesota and explores a range of human rights‐related 
topics.  

• Grand Rapid Community Media Center in Grand Rapids, Michigan, administers television, radio, 
IT services, media literacy tools and live theatre resources. Local residents have access to 
GRCMC’s production and PSA services, live streaming in addition to two citywide cable channels, 
space use, IT solutions exclusively for nonprofits including website design and hosting, database 
development, email and mailing lists, on‐site computer consulting, installation and support 
along with personalized training and communications strategy services. More recently, GRCMC 
has launched The Rapidian, a hyper‐local news source with stories by citizen journalists. 

 

• CreaTV San Jose recently partnered with the Hispanic Foundation of Silicon Valley (HFSV) to 
produce programming that supports the recent launch of the Latino Report Card — verifiable 
data on the shortcomings and successes of the Silicon Valley Latino community in five “quality of 
life” areas considered critical to the advancement of Latinos and the region: health, education, 
the economy, housing and environmental sustainability.  

• MetroEast Community Media operates 8 public, education and government channels in the 
suburbs east of Portland Oregon. With over three hundred volunteers, MetroEast is the only 
electronic source for news and information about Portland’s east suburbs. MetroEast provides 
training for and access to a full range of digital equipment including two studios, one with 
robotic cameras, field production equipment and edit suites. MetroEast also trains in the use of 
the Internet as a means of video distribution. In the fall of 2010, MetroEast will start 
broadcasting on KZME, a full‐power, non‐commercial radio station dedicated to local arts and 
culture and to Portland’s thriving, but neglected, local music scene. 



 
Unfortunately, PEG channels risk closing their doors due to a variety of factors, including state franchise 
laws, anti‐competitive conduct by cable and wireless companies that discriminate against PEG channels, 
and the FCC Franchising Order that has led to many debates and aggressive posturing by cable operators 
as to the permitted use of PEG support payments.   The Alliance for Communications Democracy 
(“ACD”), with support from the Benton Foundation, recently completed the study entitled Analysis of 
Recent PEG Access Center Closures, Funding Cutback and Related Threats (attached to and incorporated 
herein as an Exhibit) that found the adverse franchising and regulatory environment, coupled with 
discriminatory treatment has led to the closure of more than 100 PEG channels since 2005.  Additionally, 
PEG centers in six states with state franchising law face possible extinction in the next three years.  As 
PEG centers close, communities often lose the only source of local programming addressing local issues, 
as such programming is no longer available from local commercial or public broadcast stations.   

Without serious regulatory support for PEG channels, the primary – and possibly only – source of local 
news, information, and critical workforce, educational and emergency programming may disappear.  
The Communications Act of 1934 established the goal of strengthening democracy through 
communication, a position repeatedly supported by the FCC. Other goals that have been explicitly 
supported by the FCC include the protection of free speech, independence, public interest, diversity, 
localism, and access to emergency and safety information. PEG access is in a unique position to address 
many of these goals when established to provide democratic access as part of the cable regulatory 
model. But as stated in the Future of Media filings last year by the ACD, “ the regulatory framework 
encompassing PEG has become seriously eroded and the funding and channels required for successful 
service to the public are being put at risk.”  While programming available on the Internet is a nice 
supplement for viewers and users, PEG programming provides well‐produced, researched and credible 
information relied upon by citizens seeking local news and information.  With a loss of local newspapers 
and local programming and newsrooms in broadcast stations, PEG channels are absolutely critical for 
informed local citizens 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

By: Sylvia L. Strobel, Esq. 
Executive Director 
Alliance for Community Media 
1760 Old Meadow Road, Suite 500 
McLean, VA 22102 
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INTRODUCTION 

 
The Alliance for Communications Democracy (ACD), through a grant provided by The Benton 

Foundation, worked with The Buske Group to conduct an online survey and related activities 

to identify: 

1. The degree to which funding support for Public, Educational and Government (PEG) 
Access resources and services from cable companies and local governments has 
been reduced since 2005, and the reasons for these cutbacks. 

2. Places where PEG Access Centers have closed since 2005, and the types of 
Access (i.e., public [“P”], educational [“E”], or government [“G”]) that are no longer 
provided in those communities. 

3. Places where PEG Access Centers may have to close in the next three years, and 
the reasons for these anticipated closures. 

4. Other anticipated threats to the health of PEG Access Centers. 
 
This information was collected through a variety of methods, including: 

• an on-line survey of members of the ACD, Alliance for Community Media (ACM), the 
National Association of Telecommunications Officers and Advisors (NATOA), and other 
PEG Access Centers to identify current and recent funding trends at existing PEG 
Access centers in the United States;  

• follow-up contacts with survey respondents (and non-respondents) as needed, to help 
ensure accuracy and completion of the responses;  

• direct contacts with community media regional leaders, to solicit their assistance in the 
identification of PEG Access Centers that have been closed recently; and 

• a review of newspaper and online articles in recent years that discussed closures, 
funding cutbacks and threats to the future existence of PEG Access Centers. 

 
Our research documents the fact that since 2005, many PEG Access Centers have been 

closed or endured severe funding cuts, or may be forced to cease operations soon.  This has 

occurred primarily as a result of new state franchising laws and decisions by local 

governments.  

 
This report provides details about the magnitude of recent PEG Access Center closures, funding 

cuts, and threats to the future existence of PEG Access in a growing number of communities.   
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KEY FINDINGS 

 

• PEG Access Centers in at least 100 communities across the United States have been 

closed since 2005.  A disproportionate number (93) exclusively served the public. 

• Hundreds more PEG Access Centers in six states affected by state franchising laws may 

be forced to close or experience serious threats to financial and in-kind support over the 

next three years. 

• Almost half of the 165 survey respondents providing financial information for 2005 and 2010 

reported an average funding drop of 40% during that time period.    

• Of the 100 survey respondents reporting in-kind support from their cable operators, 20% 

indicated in-kind materials and services had been cut back or eliminated since 2005. 

• The primary reasons cited for reductions in funding and in-kind resources for PEG Access 

Centers were new state franchising laws and/or decisions by local governments. 
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ON-LINE SURVEY OF PEG ACCESS CENTERS 

 

Using the “SurveyMonkey” on-line survey research software, a questionnaire was prepared 

and uploaded to collect information from Executive Directors or Managers of PEG Access 

Centers that oversee the development and presentation of programming PEG Access cable 

channels in the United States.1  Announcements about this on-line survey were distributed 

via the ACD, ACM, and NATOA listserves, as well as through direct contacts with local PEG 

Access Centers.  Participation in this survey was encouraged via several email “blasts” and 

other efforts during the period when the survey was active (January 10 through February 15, 

2011.) 

 

A total of 286 respondents participated in the on-line survey.   

 

Of the 286 respondents, 207 provided partial financial data and information about recent 

cutbacks and/or anticipated threats to their organization’s funding, in-kind resources, and/or 

channels in the next three years.  Of those 207, 165 provided complete answers to questions 

regarding PEG Access funding support received in 2005 and 2010 from:  (1) their local 

government [as an allocation from its general fund, and/or the franchise fees it received from 

the cable operator(s)], and (2) the cable operator(s) -- in addition to funds that were required 

to be paid as franchise fees.   

 

Below is a breakdown of the types of Public, Educational and Government Access services 

provided by the 207 respondents on behalf of their organizations: 

 92 provide Public, Educational and Government Access services 
   5 provide Public and Educational Access services 
 22 provide Public and Government Access services 
 20 provide Public Access services only 
 15 provide Educational and Government Access services 
 19 provide Educational Access services only 
 34 provide Government Access services only 

                                            
1 The survey questionnaire is provided in Appendix 3.   
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The 207 organizations provide PEG Access services for communities that range from 1,000 

to 3,000,000 residents.  Fifty-one of them reported that they have a PEG Access full-time 

equivalent staff of one person or less; 24 reported 10 or more.  

 
A funding analysis of the 165 respondents who provided complete financial information for 

2005 and 2010 was conducted to determine the extent to which such funding had changed 

during this period.2  Eighty of these 165 PEG Access service providers reported that the 

combined funding support they received from their local governments and cable operators 

decreased from 2005 to 2010 (the average decrease was 39.7%, equal to an annual 

reduction of about $205,000 per year, from an overall average of $515,937 in 2005 to 

$311,160 in 2010 -- see Appendix 1 for details). 

 
 
REDUCTIONS IN IN-KIND SUPPORT 

 
Survey respondents were asked if their organization received any in-kind services or materials 

from their cable operator(s), free of charge, for PEG Access purposes during the past five 

years.  Respondents were also asked to describe any changes in the provision of such 

services and materials to their organizations since 2005.  Over 100 respondents indicated that 

they had received in-kind services and materials from their cable operators, but about 20% of 

them stated that in-kind resources, including the types of materials and services listed below, 

had been discontinued or cut back since 2005: 
 

• Studio/production facilities and equipment 
• Transmission connections between PEG Access facilities and the cable operator 
• Technical support 
• Free cable service drops to PEG Access facilities and public buildings 
• Promotional support for PEG Access (e.g., program listings, advertising, bill inserts) 
• Institutional Network facilities and related services 
• Channel relocation services 

                                            
2 To ensure that this analysis was conducted in an equitable manner, the funding amounts reported by these 

165 PEG Access Centers for 2005 were converted to 2010 dollars, by adjusting them in accordance with the 
2.2% annualized inflation rate from 2005-2010 as determined by the US Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
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Survey respondents were asked to indicate the reasons for the reported reductions in funding 

or in-kind services and materials to their organizations from the local government or cable 

operator since 2005.  The primary reasons cited by the respondents for these reductions 

were: (1) the local franchising government made a decision to cut/divert PEG Access funding; 

(2) state franchising laws resulted in reductions; and (3) recent local cable franchise renewals 

resulted in reductions in funding and/or support of PEG Access. 

 
 

THREATS IN THE NEXT THREE YEARS 

 
Respondents from 159 communities indicated that their organization anticipates reductions or 

elimination of PEG Access funding, in-kind services and materials, and/or channels during 

the next three years, for the following primary reasons (NOTE: these respondents were 

permitted to indicate more than one reason): 

 Decisions by the local government (57%) 
 State franchising law provisions (49%) 
 Local cable franchise renewal (28%) 
 
 

PEG ACCESS CENTER CLOSURES & MAJOR FUNDING CUTBACKS SINCE 2005 

 
After conducting a review of newspaper and on-line news reports, information posted on 

websites, emails posted to listserves of PEG Access organizations, and direct reports from 

community media leaders throughout the United States, we can confirm that PEG Access 

Centers which had previously served at least 100 communities have been closed since the 

onset of state cable franchising laws in 2005.  (See a detailed list in Appendix 2.)  These 

closures have disproportionately impacted Public Access Centers: 93 were Public Access 

closures, 1 was Public and Educational, 1 was Public and Government, and five were Public, 

Educational and Government. 

 

Also according to newspaper and on-line reports, a number of Public Access Centers in large 

American cities -- including Denver, San Francisco, Tucson, Seattle, Tampa and Atlanta -- 

have been affected by severe funding cutbacks.  Closures and funding cuts in major urban 

 5



centers can disproportionately affect minority communities relying on the alternative 

communications opportunities provided by Public Access Centers.  In The Future of Media 

proceeding before the FCC, Laura R. Linder and Gary Kenton cite diversity as a 

“distinguishing principle of PEG Access,” noting among other findings that, “In Tampa Bay, 

Florida, 70% of content providers/community producers at Tampa Bay Community Network 

(TBCN) belong to minority groups and range in age from teenagers to seniors.”3  

 
 
HIGHEST POTENTIAL FOR PEG ACCESS CENTER CLOSURES IN NEAR FUTURE 

 
The 2008 state franchising law in Wisconsin stated that PEG Access funding and other 

support (if required by local cable franchises) would be discontinued in January, 2011.  PEG 

Access funding-related provisions of state cable franchising laws in Ohio Florida and Georgia 

will take effect next year, which could have a devastating impact on hundreds of PEG Access 

Centers in those states.  The laws in Ohio, Florida and Georgia require all cable service 

providers to match the PEG funding support amounts of the incumbent (per the terms of local 

franchises then in existence) -- until January 1, 2012 in Ohio and July 1, 2012 in Florida and 

Georgia.  After that, the obligation is reduced to zero.  State cable franchising laws in Iowa 

and Indiana also require matching PEG funding support by the cable service providers, but 

that obligation will end upon the natural expiration date of the existing local franchises. 

 
Therefore, during the next 15 months, another wave of PEG Access Center closures could 

occur in Wisconsin, Ohio, Florida, Georgia, Iowa and Indiana as a result of major funding 

cuts due to state franchising laws.  Unlike several other states that adopted state franchising 

laws, none of these states included provisions in their laws that permit communities to 

require PEG Access funding support from their cable service providers to supplement 

franchise fees.  As a result, funding support that the PEG Access Centers in these states had 

previously received from their cable service providers would cease, putting them at a high 

risk of closure as a direct result of state franchising laws. 

                                            
3 ACD filing - Future of Media and Information Needs in a Digital Age before the FCC, GN Docket No. 10-25. 
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CONCLUSION 

 
When the Cable Act was adopted in 1984, the Committee on Energy and Commerce of the U.S. 

House of Representatives published a Report that included the Act’s rationale for Public, 

Educational and Government Access channels.  The language stressed the particular importance 

of Public Access and how these channels serve the “fundamental goal of the First Amendment”: 
 

One of the greatest challenges over the years in establishing communications policy 
has been assuring access to the electronic media by people other than the licensees 
or owners of those media. The development of cable television, with its abundance of 
channels, can provide the public and program providers the meaningful access that, 
up until now, has been difficult to obtain. A requirement of reasonable third-party 
access to cable systems will mean a wide diversity of information sources for the 
public -- the fundamental goal of the First Amendment -- without the need to regulate 
the content of programming provided over cable.  
Almost all recent franchise agreements provide for access by local governments, 
schools, and non-profit and community groups over so-called "PEG" (public, 
educational, and governmental) channels. Public access channels are often the video 
equivalent of the speaker’s soap box or the electronic parallel to the printed leaflet. They 
provide groups and individuals who generally have not had access to the electronic 
media with the opportunity to become sources of information in the electronic 
marketplace of ideas. PEG channels also contribute to an informed citizenry by bringing 
local schools into the home, and by showing the public local government at work.4   

 

The findings of this report reveal that since 2005, many PEG Access Centers -- especially 

Public Access operations -- have closed or endured severe cuts to their funding and in-kind 

resources.  Hundreds more face similar cutbacks or may be forced to cease operations in the 

near future.  Study findings show that this has occurred primarily as a result of new state 

franchising laws and/or decisions by local governments.  Dozens of Public Access Centers 

that once served residents and community organizations in 14 states have closed or may 

face closure in the next three years.    

 
Without question, the Cable Act’s goal of advancing the First Amendment through public 

participation in PEG Access is now in serious danger.  Corrective regulatory and legislative 

actions are urgently needed to prevent further erosion of public participation in U.S. cable 

communications systems now and in the future. 

                                            
4  House of Representatives Report 98-934 (August 1, 1984), Page 30 
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APPENDIX 1
SURVEY RESPONDENTS REPORTING DECREASED FUNDING FROM 2005 TO 2010

ORGANIZATION TYPE
2010 Funding from LFA

plus Cable Company
 2005* Funding from LFA 

plus Cable Company

Respondent 1 P, E & G $214,000 $217,415
Respondent 2 P, E & G $30,000 $33,448
Respondent 3 P, E & G $198,000 $218,530
Respondent 4 P, E & G $0 $88,806
Respondent 5 P, E & G $602,725 $674,543
Respondent 6 P, E & G $94,000 $137,139
Respondent 7 P, E & G $70,000 $97,000
Respondent 8 P, E & G $134,001 $167,823
Respondent 9 P, E & G $278,000 $460,473
Respondent 10 P, E & G $0 $390,232
Respondent 11 P, E & G $1,999,884 $2,553,813
Respondent 12 P, E & G $750,000 $752,590
Respondent 13 P, E & G $1,608,600 $1,745,341
Respondent 14 P, E & G $260,000 $278,737
Respondent 15 P, E & G $7,300 $7,805
Respondent 16 P, E & G $583,530 $650,572
Respondent 17 P, E & G $280,236 $354,054
Respondent 18 P, E & G $416,384 $841,867
Respondent 19 P, E & G $1,700,000 $1,756,043
Respondent 20 P, E & G $165,000 $262,013
Respondent 21 P, E & G $125,000 $139,368
Respondent 22 P, E & G $35,000 $39,023
Respondent 23 P, E & G $21,000 $27,874
Respondent 24 P, E & G $270,000 $301,036
Respondent 25 P, E & G $270,000 $334,484
Respondent 26 P, E & G $440,267 $445,787
Respondent 27 P, E & G $182,760 $184,604
Respondent 28 P, E & G $185,000 $333,815
Respondent 29 P, E & G $236,000 $295,461
Respondent 30 P, E & G $40,000 $89,196
Respondent 31 P, E & G $469,000 $472,738
Respondent 32 P & E $100,000 $111,495
Respondent 33 P & E $250,000 $618,796
Respondent 34 P & E $741,600 $842,900
Respondent 35 P & E $355,000 $398,036
Respondent 36 P & G $7,500 $8,362
Respondent 37 P & G $143,283 $165,054
Respondent 38 P & G $660,000 $1,103,798
Respondent 39 P & G $78,000 $83,621
Respondent 40 P & G $16,000 $30,683
Respondent 41 P & G $575,000 $653,392
Respondent 42 P & G $355,527 $370,363
Respondent 43 P & G $450,400 $715,796
Respondent 44 P & G $334,908 $339,273
Respondent 45 P & G $78,000 $176,162

* Figures reported for 2005 are adjusted for inflation -- shown in 2010 dollars.



APPENDIX 1
SURVEY RESPONDENTS REPORTING DECREASED FUNDING FROM 2005 TO 2010

ORGANIZATION TYPE
2010 Funding from LFA

plus Cable Company
 2005* Funding from LFA 

plus Cable Company

Respondent 46 P & G $107,000 $139,368
Respondent 47 P & G $704,000 $939,901
Respondent 48 P only $0 $6,690
Respondent 49 P only $300,000 $334,484
Respondent 50 P only $70,000 $156,093
Respondent 51 P only $300,000 $919,832
Respondent 52 P only $300,500 $655,244
Respondent 53 P only $200,000 $891,958
Respondent 54 P only $142,000 $158,323
Respondent 55 P only $568,211 $590,922
Respondent 56 E & G $296,000 $946,591
Respondent 57 E & G $71,000 $72,472
Respondent 58 E & G $18,000 $20,069
Respondent 59 E & G $163,000 $204,035
Respondent 60 E & G $109,000 $131,564
Respondent 61 E & G $250,000 $557,474
Respondent 62 E & G $36,000 $123,759
Respondent 63 E only $20,000 $22,299
Respondent 64 E only $210,000 $362,358
Respondent 65 E only $3,500 $7,805
Respondent 66 E only $144,000 $904,764
Respondent 67 E only $5,000 $5,575
Respondent 68 E only $0 $185,081
Respondent 69 G only $10,000 $11,149
Respondent 70 G only $300,000 $6,020,717
Respondent 71 G only $514,000 $613,221
Respondent 72 G only $213,548 $238,095
Respondent 73 G only $281,300 $406,510
Respondent 74 G only $143,010 $151,923
Respondent 75 G only $25,000 $26,759
Respondent 76 G only $1,930,000 $3,344,843
Respondent 77 G only $485,000 $501,726
Respondent 78 G only $1,146,318 $1,188,484
Respondent 79 G only $10,000 $458,243
Respondent 80 G only $6,500 $7,247

AVERAGES: $311,160 $515,937

AVERAGE $ DECREASE FROM 2005 TO 2010: $204,777

AVERAGE % DECREASE FROM 2005 TO 2010: 39.7%

* Figures reported for 2005 are adjusted for inflation -- shown in 2010 dollars.



P = Public Access,  E = Educational Access,  G = Government Access 

APPENDIX 2 
 

PEG ACCESS CENTER CLOSURES SINCE 2005 
 
 

TEXAS  (state cable franchising law adopted in 2005) 
Time Warner Cable One 
Dallas [P] Sherman [P] 
San Antonio [P] 
 

CALIFORNIA  (state cable franchising law adopted in 2006) 
Charter 
Glendale [P] 
Long Beach [P] 
Los Angeles [P] 
Malibu [P] 
 
Comcast 
Alameda County [P] 
Albany [P] 
Ashland [P] 
Castro Valley [P] 
Cherryland [P] 
Fremont [P] 
El Cerrito [P] 
Hayward [P] 
Kensington [P] 
Richmond [P] 
San Leandro [P] 
San Lorenzo [P] 
San Pablo [P] 
Newark [P] 
Union City [P] 

Time Warner 
Avocado Heights [P] 
Baldwin Park [P] 
Bassett [P] 
Buena Park [P] 
Carlsbad [P] 
Carson [P] 
City of Industry [P] 
Compton [P] 
Costa Mesa [P] 
El Segundo  [P] 
Fountain Valley [P] 
Fullerton [P] 
Garden Grove [P] 
Gardena [P] 
Hacienda Heights [P] 
Hawthorne [P] 
Huntington Beach [P] 
Lawndale [P] 
La Puente [P] 
Los Alamitos [P] 
Los Angeles [P] 

Time Warner 
North Whittier [P] 
Ojai [P] 
Oxnard [P] 
Placentia [P] 
Puente Hills [P & E] 
Santa Ana [P] 
South Whittier [P] 
Stanton [P] 
Tustin [P] 
Valinda [P] 
Westminster [P] 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

INDIANA  (state cable franchising law adopted in 2006) 
Comcast Comcast Comcast 
Bristol [P] Michiana [P] Rochester [P] 
Elkhart [P] Middlebury [P] Roseland [P] 
Goshen [P] Mishawaka [P] South Bend [P] 
Granger [P] Muncie [P] Valparaiso [P & G] 
Hammond [P] Osceola [P] Wakarusa [P] 
Lafayette [P] Plymouth [P] West Lafayette [P] 
Merrillville [P] Portage [P] 



P = Public Access,  E = Educational Access,  G = Government Access 

APPENDIX 2 
 

PEG ACCESS CENTER CLOSURES SINCE 2005 
 
 

MICHIGAN  (state cable franchising law adopted in 2006) 
Comcast Comcast 
East Lansing [P] Holland [P] 
Edwardsburg [P] Lansing [P] 
Flint [P] 
 

NEVADA  (state cable franchising law adopted in 2007) 
Charter 
Reno [P, E & G] 
Sparks [P, E & G] 
Washoe County [P, E & G] 
 

WISCONSIN  (state cable franchising law adopted in 2007) 
Charter Time Warner 
Madison [P] West Allis [P] 
Wausau [P, E & G] 
 

ILLINOIS  (state cable franchising law adopted in 2007) 
Comcast Comcast 
Bloomingdale [P] Orland Park [P] 
Carol Stream [P] Palatine [P] 
Glendale Heights [P] Park Forest [P] 
Highland Park [P] Roselle [P] 
Itasca [P] Springfield [P] 
Medinah [P] Wood Dale [P] 
Niles [P] 
 

IDAHO 
Windjammer 
Mountain Home [P] 
 

MONTANA 
Bresnan 
Great Falls [P] 
 

WASHINGTON 
Comcast 
Bainbridge Island [P, E & G] 
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If you are the Executive Director or Manager of a community media organization that oversees the programming of one or more Public, 

Educational or Government (PEG) Access cable channel(s), please complete this survey about your organization and the funding and other 

resources it has received in recent years. 

 

In the wake of increased news reports on closures and threats to PEG Access organizations and the channels they operate in communities 

throughout the United States, the Alliance for Communications Democracy (ACD) obtained a grant from the Benton Foundation to study the 

causes and extent of these closures and threats. This online survey is one of the activities associated with that study. 

 

The ACD and the Benton Foundation -- long-time noncommercial allies in the effort to support and develop community media -- are very 

interested in the root causes of the recent closures and threats to PEG Access that have been reported recently. An important barometer of the 

current situation is factual information about the funding and related support to PEG Access organizations in recent years, and their perception 

of threats to that funding and related support in the near future. 

 

If you have any questions about the items in the survey, you may contact the survey coordinator, Randy Van Dalsen (email: 

randy@buskegroup.com; phone:916-441-6277). 

 

At the conclusion of this study, the survey results will be provided to all participants, at no cost to them. 

 

Please complete the survey, because at the end you can enroll for a drawing for a great prize! The names of TWO survey participants who 

complete the survey will be picked at random, AND EACH OF THEM WILL RECEIVE A BRAND NEW FLIP ULTRA HD CAMCORDER!  

 

YOU MUST PROVIDE THE REQUESTED CONTACT INFORMATION TO BE INCLUDED IN THIS DRAWING. 

 

PLEASE NOTE: THE DEADLINE TO COMPLETE THIS SURVEY HAS BEEN EXTENDED TO MONDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 2011. 

 

THANK YOU! 



Page 2

ACD Survey: Current Status of PEG Access FundingACD Survey: Current Status of PEG Access FundingACD Survey: Current Status of PEG Access FundingACD Survey: Current Status of PEG Access Funding

1. Name of your Access programming organization: 
 

2. Year that your Access programming organization was established:  
 

4. Total number of current Full Time Equivalent ("FTE") staff employed by your Access 

programming organization, not including volunteers or unpaid interns, that work on 

PEG Access activities. 

(Calculate total FTE by assuming 40 hrs./wk. = 1.0 FTE; 20 hrs./wk. = 0.5 FTE; etc.): 
 

3. Approximate number of residents in the cable franchise area served by your 

Access programming organization:  
Please enter a whole number, with no commas or 

decimals:
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5. What type (or types) of local Access programming and related services does your 

organization provide? 

[CHECK ALL THAT APPLY] 

6. If one or more other organizations manage Public, Educational or Government 

Access programming and services for your cable franchise area, please provide the 

name(s) and email address(es) of the Executive Director or Manager for each 

organization. We will use this information to invite them to participate in this survey. 
Public Access:

Educational Access:

Government Access:

Public Access
 

gfedc

Educational Access
 

gfedc

Government Access
 

gfedc

Other (please describe below):
 

 

gfedc

55
66
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7. Please indicate the total number and types of Access channels currently 

managed by your organization: 
  0 1 2 3 4 5 6 or more

Number of Public ("P") Access 

channels:
nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Number of Educational ("E") Access: nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Number of Government ("G") Access: nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj
Number of combined P and E 

channels:
nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Number of combined P and G 

channels:
nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Number of combined E and G 

channels:
nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Number of combined P, E and G 

channels:
nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

Number of Other* types of Access 

channels:
nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj nmlkj

* If you indicated "Other" types of Access channels, please describe those channels below: 

55

66
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8. FUNDING FROM YOUR LOCAL FRANCHISING AUTHORITY/FRANCHISE FEES. 

 

For this question, only include the portion of franchise fee payments that were made by 

your cable operator(s) and were subsequently delivered, either directly or indirectly, to 

your organization for PEG Access purposes. If your local franchising authority 

deposited franchise fees into its general fund, from which it allocated funds to your 

organization, please include the dollar amounts used by your organization for PEG 

Access purposes.  

 

Do not include funding from your cable operator(s) that was in addition to franchise fees 

-- such as capital payments or other payments to support PEG Access -- and do not 

include in-kind services. 

 

[NOTE: If your organization replaced a different organization that had provided similar 

PEG Access services in your community prior to 2006, please indicate the amount 

allocated to that organization from the local franchising authority/franchise fees in 2005 

(or 2005/2006 Fiscal Year), if that information is available.] 

 

 

Please provide dollar amounts with no commas, decimals or $ signs. 

 
Funding from local franchising authority/franchise fees to your organization in 2010 (or 2009/2010 

Fiscal Year):

Funding from local franchising authority/franchise fees to your organization in 2005 (or 2005/2006 

Fiscal Year):
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9. FUNDING FROM YOUR CABLE OPERATOR(S). 

 

For this question, please indicate the dollar amounts provided to your organization by 

your cable operator(s) for PEG Access purposes -- IN ADDITION TO FUNDING FROM 

YOUR LOCAL FRANCHISING AUTHORITY/FRANCHISE FEES. Such funding may have 

been paid directly to your organization, or may have been paid by your cable operator

(s) to your local franchising authority, which allocated a portion or all of those funds to 

your organization. Such funding may have been restricted to capital expenditures. 

 

Please do NOT include the dollar value of “in-kind” services and materials that were 

provided to your organization, or any of your organization’s funding FROM YOUR 

LOCAL FRANCHISING AUTHORITY/FRANCHISE FEES that you indicated in your 

answer to the previous question. 

 

[NOTE: If your organization replaced a different organization that had provided similar 

PEG Access services in your community prior to 2006, please indicate the amount 

provided to that organization by the cable operator(s) in 2005 (or 2005/2006 Fiscal Year), 

if that information is available.] 

 

Please provide dollar amounts with no commas, decimals or $ signs. 

 

10. For this question, please indicate whether or not the dollar amounts you reported 

above that were provided by your cable operator(s) for PEG Access purposes -- IN 

ADDITION TO FUNDING FROM YOUR LOCAL FRANCHISING AUTHORITY/FRANCHISE 

FEES -- were restricted to capital expenditures only: 

Funding from your cable operator(s) to your organization in 2010 (or 2009/2010 

Fiscal Year):

Funding from your cable operator(s) to your organization in 2005 (or 2005/2006 

Fiscal Year):

  RESTRICTED NOT RESTRICTED

2010 (or 2009/2010 Fiscal Year) nmlkj nmlkj

2005 (or 2005/2006 Fiscal Year) nmlkj nmlkj
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11. TOTAL FUNDING FOR YOUR ORGANIZATION. 

 

For this question, please indicate the TOTAL dollar amounts received by your 

organization for PEG Access purposes from ALL INCOME SOURCES. This would 

include the sum of the amounts previously indicated that your organization received 

from: (1) your local franchising authority/franchise fees, and (2) your cable operator(s), 

plus the amounts your organization received from any other sources (e.g., fundraising 

activities, production services, donations, dubbing fees, training services, etc.). 

 

Please do NOT include the dollar value of “in-kind” services and materials that were 

provided to your organization. 

 

[NOTE: If your organization replaced a different organization that had provided similar 

PEG Access services in your community prior to 2006, please indicate the total amount 

received by that organization in 2005 (or 2005/2006 Fiscal Year), if that information is 

available.] 

 

Please provide dollar amounts with no commas, decimals or $ signs. 

 
Total funding received by your organization in 2010 (or 2009/2010 

Fiscal Year):

Total funding received by your organization in 2005 (or 2005/2006 

Fiscal Year):
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12. “IN-KIND” SERVICES AND MATERIALS FROM YOUR CABLE OPERATOR(S). 

 

During the past five years, has your organization received any in-kind services or 

materials from your cable operator(s), free of charge, for PEG Access purposes? For 

example, some cable operators provide Access studio/production facility space, an 

upstream connection between Access playback facilities and the company's headend, 

promotional support for Access (e.g., free advertising spots on satellite-delivered 

channels, free bill inserts), etc. 

 

In the space provided below, please describe any in-kind services and materials 

currently received by your organization from your cable operator(s), and describe any 

changes in the provision of such services and materials to your organization since 

2005. 

 

55

66
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13. REASONS FOR REDUCTIONS IN FUNDING OR “IN-KIND” SERVICES AND 

MATERIALS TO YOUR ORGANIZATION SINCE 2005. 

 

If the funding allocations or in-kind services and materials to your organization from 

your local franchising authority or cable operator(s) for PEG Access purposes have 

been reduced since 2005, please check the applicable reason(s) for those reductions, 

and briefly describe the details in the space below:  

Recently renewed local cable franchise resulted in reductions of funding or in-kind services and materials to my organization
 

gfedc

State franchising law resulted in reductions of funding or in-kind services and materials to my organization
 

gfedc

Local franchising authority decided to cut or divert the funding of my organization
 

gfedc

Other reason(s)
 

gfedc

Briefly describe the details regarding the reductions in funding or “in-kind” services and materials to your organization since 2005:  

55

66
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14. ANTICIPATED THREATS TO YOUR ORGANIZATION’S FUNDING, IN-KIND 

SERVICES, CHANNELS, OR EXISTENCE DURING THE NEXT THREE YEARS. 

 

If your organization anticipates serious threats to its funding, in-kind services and 

materials, channels, or even its existence during the next three years, please check the 

applicable reason(s) for those anticipated threats, and briefly describe the details in the 

space below: 

Recently renewed (or soon to be renewed) local cable franchise will or may likely result in the reduction or elimination of funding, in-

kind services and materials, or channels to my organization 

gfedc

State franchising law provisions (becoming effective soon) will or may result in the reduction or elimination of funding, services and 

materials, or channels to my organization 

gfedc

Local franchising authority may reduce or eliminate funding to my organization
 

gfedc

Other reason(s)
 

gfedc

Briefly describe the anticipated threats to your organization’s funding or existence during the next three years:  

55

66
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15. Thank you very much for your participation in this important survey. Please provide 

the following information that will enable us to contact you if we have any follow-up 

questions regarding the information that you have included in your survey responses. 

 

PLEASE NOTE: At the conclusion of this survey, your name will be included in a 

drawing for a chance to win one of two Flip Ultra HD camcorders.  

 

YOU MUST PROVIDE THE REQUESTED CONTACT INFORMATION TO BE INCLUDED IN 

THIS DRAWING. 

 

Thanks again – and GOOD LUCK! 

 

 
Name:

Organization:

Phone 

Number:

Email 

address:
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